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□ Claim(s) 

□ Claim(s) 1 



— is/are pending in the application. 

— is/are withdrawn from consideration. 

— is/are allowed. 

— is/are rejected. 

— is/are objected to. 

— are subject to restriction or election 
requirement. 
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DETAILED ACTION 



The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all obviousness 
rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though tfie invention is not identically disclosed or described as set forth in 
section 102 of this title, if tfie differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the prior art are 
such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a person 
having ordinary skill in the art to vrfiich said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by the 
manner in which the invention was made. 

This application currently names joint inventors. In considering patentability of the claims 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a), the examiner presumes that the subject matter of the various claims was 
commonly owned at the time any inventions covered therein were made absent any evidence to 
the contrary. AppHcant is advised of the obligation under 37 CFR 1 .56 to point out the inventor 
and invention dates of each claim that was not commonly owned at the time a later invention was 
made in order for the examiner to consider the applicability of 35 U.S.C. 103(c) and potential 35 
U.S.C. 102(f) or (g) prior art under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

Claim 26 is rejected under 35 U.S.C. 103(a) as being unpatentable over Benoit et al. 
Benoit et al teaches the design of coating apparatus having a reactor vessel R-2, heating 
element TC, stirrer, a plurality of inlets/outlets connected to the reactor and a controlled source of 
carbon dioxide operatively connected to an inlet (see column 1 1 lines 1-53 and Figure 1). Benoit 
et al fails to teach an implant support and end use of coating apparatus for coating an implant. 
However, absent a clear recitation of how the implant support relates to the reactor vessel, it 
would have been obvious to modify the Benoit et al apparatus by providing a support for the 
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implant such as a conveyor for feeding/discharging the substrate/implant from the vessel since it is 
conventional to do so in a coating apparatus. Further, it wrould have been obvious the Benoit et al 
apparatus is structured and arranged to coat a variety of materials including these particulate 
materials to be used as an implant absent a clear showing of unexpected results and especially 
since it is known to implant pharmaceutical compositions (see column 6 lines 34-56). 

Claim 26 is rejected under 35 U.S.C:. 1 12, second paragraph, as being indefinite for failing 
to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter which applicant regards as the 



Claim 26 is confusing since it is unclear how the implant support relates to other elements 
of the apparatus. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication should be directed to Brenda A. Lamb 
at telephone number (703) 308-2056. 
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